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Seasonal  changes  in  the  Tolunie  of  milk  produced  are  commonly  aceom- 
panied  hy  somewhat  similar  changes  in  the  Toltme  of  dairy  products  manu- 
factured.   7or  this  reason,  indications  of  current  or  prospectiye  changes 
in  milk  production  proyide  one  of  the  first  clues  to  the  changes  that  will 
appear  in  the  quantities  of  lnitter»  cheese,  and  condensed  and  evaporated 
milk  manufaotared*    These  records  are  explained  on  page  8* 


MIH7  PROrrjQTICH  SU?#m\RY 

Milk  praduction  on  United  States  farms  durin.^  May,'  estimated  at  slightly 
ever  11  billion  pounds  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  Kas  about  the  same 
as  production  in  May  a  year  ago,  hut  production  v/as  increasing  sharply  at  the 
month's  end«     Like  rrilk  production,  May  output  of  the  principal  me^nuf acturcd 
dairy  products  was  about  the  same  as  in  May  1939,  but  v/as  climbing  rapidly  in 
early  Juiie,    Storage  holdings,  about  nonaal  on  June  1,  made  about  the  usual  sea- 
sonal increase.    Prospects  for  pastures  and  feed  suppJ.ios  are  better  than  in  most 
recent  years  and  point  to  a  heavier  production  of  mdlk  in  Juno.    Prices  of  dairy 
products  have  not  shown  mijch  ciir.nge  in  recent  weeks  and  are  now  substantially 
higher  than  in  mid-June  last  year.  ||^ 

Off  to  a  slow  start  early  in  May,  mi  Ik  pro  du.c  t  i  o  n  increased  sharply  the 
latter  part  of  the  month  as  v/arm  weather  developed  the  previously  delayed  pastures 
in  northern  dairy  sections,    J'or  the  5-month  period,  January  through  May,  pro- 
duction per  capita  appears  to  have  been  about  the  same  as  it  was  last  year. 

Daily  milk  production  on  June  1  v.:as  estima.ted  to  be  about  2  percent  higher 
than  at  the  saro.e  time  last  year,  and  uith  pastures  furnishing  abundant  feed  for 
milk  cows  in  the  more  important  dairy  sections  production  during  June  appears 
likely  to  exceed  previous  records  for  the  month  both  in  total  pounds  and  in 
pounds  per  ca^pita, 

?jr..?.,9'Qgc.t.s  _for  pastures,,  crors  .and  feed  supplies  are  now  favorable  in  most 
sections.     There  are  many  local  areas  in  need  of  rain,  but  the  poor  spots  are 
smaller  tl:LS..n  usual.    On  June  1  pastures  in  dairy  States  v:ere  not  up  to  the  pro-* 
drought  average,  nor  equal  to  the  very  early  pastures  of  1938,  but  they  v/ere 
better  than  in  m.ost  recent  years.     There  was  probably  further  improvement  in 
pastures  as  a  result  of  the  good  rains  during  the  first  half  of  June.    A  good  to 
large  hay  crop  seems  assured.     Peed  grain  prospects  are  still  uncertain  but 
present  conditions  vsuggest  a  total  tonnn^e  only  a  little  below  the  rather  large 
crops  of  the  last  two  seasons,    Parm  stocks  of  feed  grains,  including  sealed  corn, 
are  large  and  no  signs  of  feed  shortages  likely  to  affect  milk  production  have  I 
appeared  .as  yet.  I 

The  production  of  manufactured  dairy  products  in  ..May  .appears  to  have  been 
about  the  same  as  it  was  last  year  but  April  production  nov/  appears  to  have  been 
above  earlier  estimates  and  about  5  percent  larger  than  in  April  last  year.  Re- 
ports on  weekly  butter  production  show  that  in  the  middle  of  May  production  wa.s 
about  8  percent  lower  than  a  year  earlier,  but  that  by  the  vreok  ending  June  1  it 
had  risen  to  4  percent  above*  A  fairly  heavy  production  of  manufactured  dairy 
products  is  to  be  expected  for  some  weeks  at  least, 

Stocks  of  principal  dairy  products  on  June  1  were  m.uch  lower  this  yea^r 
than  last  but,  excluding  holdings  by  G-overnmental  agencies  and  considering  com- 
mercial stocks  onlj'-,  holdings  were  equivalent  to  about  2,17  billion  pounds  of 
milk  compared  with  2.07  billion  on  June  1  last  year  and  an  average  of  1,97  billion^ 
on  the  same  da.te  during  the  previous  5  years,  "^^-^ 


Prices  of  dairy  products  have  not  varied  much  in  recent  vjeeks,  and  most 
are  now  close  to  their  5~year  averages  for  this  season.     The  declines  since  the 
first  of  the  year  appear  to  have  been  only  about  the  normal  seasonal  changes 
notwithstanding  the  increasingly  favorable  prospects  for  production. 
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DAIRY  PRODUCTION:  GRAPHIC  SUMMARY  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES 
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Dairy  Production 


UNITiD  STATES  DEPAaTIVidINT  OF  AGHiCULTUH2 
AGfcICDLTUilAL  MiBlCETIWG  SERVICE 


SUMyiARY  OF  DAIRY  STATISTICS  FOR  TK3 


1934-38 

>       1  CIO  ' 

loXiax  1 
or  avg. 

>  J:  er  cen  u 
of  1939 

MILK  PRODUCTION  ON  YABKS 

l!ar.  : 
Apr «  : 

May  : 

8,221 
8,309 
10,537 

.  8,869  : 
.  9,347  ; 
;  11, 084  i 

9 , 006a/ 
9.447g/ 
.11,067a/ 

!l01.5 
: 101.1 
99.8 

^ipr  •  : 

Hay  ; 

2.290  ■ 
2.549 

;  2.379 
:  2.728 

.  2.386a/ 
.  2.704a/ 

.100.3 
:  99.1 

(As  reported  "by  crop  correspondents) 

Apr . 1  : 

Iviay  1  : 
J\ine  1  ! 

13.11 
14.45 
16.78 

:  14.51 

:  15.63 
:  17.98 

.  14.45 
.  15.42 
;  18.03 

;  99.6 
:  98.7 
:100.3 

DAIRY  PASTUEE3:    Condition,  %  of  normal 

pet. 

June  1  ' 

75.0 

i  74.1  ; 

82.6 

:  111.5 

ITED  STATES 


June  17,  1940 


1940 


i 
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PRODUCTION  OF  mWACTURED  DAIRY  PPODUCTS 

Creamery  "butter,  monthly   mil. lbs.  Apr. 

May 

weekly  -week  ending    l%y  30 

June  6 

American  cheese   mil»l"ba»  Apr. 

Kay 

Evaporated  milk,  case   mil. lbs.  Mar. 

Apr. 

4  products,  milk  equivalent   mil. lbs.  Mar, 

(Creamery  butter  x  21,  all  cheese  except  skim  Apr. 
X  10,  canned  cond.  &  evap.  milk  x  2, 2}  May 

STO'CKS  ON  HAND 

Butter  in  cold  storage   mil. lbs.  Ma,y  1 

(including  government  holdings)  J-une  1 

Commercial  holdings,  only   June  1 

American  cheese.   mil.lbs.  May  1 

(Cold  storo^e  holdings)  Jxine  1 

Evaporated  milk,  case  •  mil. lbs,  Apr.l 

(Manufacturers'  stocks)  May  1 

5  products,  milk  equivalent  mil. lbs.  Apr.l 

(Butter,  all  cheese,  canned  cond,  &  evap.  Ivlay  1 

milk  plus  cream  in  cold  storage)  June  1 

PEICES 

Butterfat,  per  pound...,   cts,  Apr. 15 

(Prices  received  by  farmers)  May  15 

Butter,  wholesale,  per  pound  cts.  May 

(92  score,  Chicago)  June 

American  cheese,  wholesale,  per  pound,....  cts.  May  15 

(Tv/ins,  Plymouth,  Wisconsin!  June  15 

Milk,  v/holesale,  per  100  pounds.   dol.  Apr. 15 

(All  purposes,  prices  received  by  farmers)  1/Iay  15 

Milk  for  city  distribution,  per  100  pounds         dol.  May 
(Prices  paid  by  doolers,  3,5%  basis}  June 

Milk,  retail,  delivered,  per  quo^t  •  cts,  K'iay 

(Average,  25  markets)  June 


135,7 

132.9 


38.4 
55.5 

149.3 
178.5 

3,340 
3,738 
5,092 


143. 6by 
191,5a/ 


41.4b/ 
61.3a/ 

183.4a/ 
199,2a/ 

3,306 
4,014 
5,-iOO 


147.7b/ 
189.5a/d 


47. 6W 

65.8a/d/ 

203.6a/ 
225.1a/ 

3,855 
4,221 


102.9 
99.0 

102.2 
104.3 

115.0 
107.3 

111.0 
113.0 

101.3 

105.2 
100.6c/ 


9.8 
31.9 

31.5 

58,2 
62.9 

91.6 
113.2 

1,163 
1,206 
1,982 


70.9 
84.4 

32.7 

62.9 
64.8 

109.9 
134.6 

2,776 
2,608 
3,158 


:  9.5 

:  25.4a// 

!  13.4 
i  30.1 

:  25.1a// 

:  76.8 

:  65.2 
:  72.9a/ 

:103.7 
:112.5 

:173.4 
:207.7 

:157.8 
:154.3 

:1,3S7 
:1,505  ^  , 
:2,179c/d/ 

:  49.2 
:  57.7 
:  59.0 

:  27.5 
:  26,9 

:128.5 
:  125.1 

:  26.4 
:  26, 2e/ 

:115.8 
Jlll.O 

:13.00  , 
:13.00d/ 

:108.3 
5100. 0 

:  1.75a/ 
:  1.65a/ 

119.9 
.116.2 

:  2.18 

:  2.18  J 

103.3 
103.8 

:12.04  : 
:12.06a/  : 

102.7 
103,3 

29.2 
26.6 

26.3 
26.4 

12,95 
12.95 

1.69 
1.60 

2.09 
2,08 

11.61 
11.59 


21.4 
21,5 

22.8 
23.6 

12.00 
13.00 

1,46 
1.42 

2,11 
2.10 

11,72 

11.67 


a/  Preliminary,    b/  Preliminary  revision,     c/  Forecast  or  interpolation, 

dj  Not  available  when  accompanying  chart  was  prepared,     ej  Price  June  15 
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Milk  production  per  cow  in  herds  kept  "by  crop  correspondent?)  on  June  1  aver- 
aged the  highest  in  the  16  years  of  record  although  only  slightly  higher  than  on  the 
corresponding  date  in  the  past  two  years.     The  increase  during  May  was  particularly 
rapid  in  Central  and  Southern  States  where  cool  weather  and  late  frosts  held  hack 
early  pasture  growth  and  prevented  the  usual  seasonal  increase  in  production  during 
previous  spring  months*     There  was  less  than  the  usual  percentage  increase  during 
May,  "both  in  the  Pacific  Northwest  where  pastures  were  early,  and  in  some  of  the 
northern  dairy  States,  including  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  and  New  York,  where 
pastures  provided  less  feed  than  usual  until  late  in  the  month.    With  pastures  good 
in  most  of  the  important  dairy  States,  and  supplementary  grain  heing  fed  freely  where 
needed,  a  record  high  milk  production  per  cow  was  reported  in  Pennsylva:iia,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Washin.;ton,  Oregon,  California,  and  several  States  in  the  Rocky  Mountain  and 
Northern  Plain  areas. 

When  compared  with  the  10-year  (1929-38)  average  for  the  sajme  date,  production 
per  cow  on  June  1  continued  helow  average  in  the  South  Central  group  of  States,  "but 
in  other  regions  it  ranged  from  3  to  15  percent  ahove  average,     Por  the  country  as  a 
whole,  milk  production  per  cow  in  herds  kept  hy  crop  correspondents  on  June  1  aver- 
aged 18,03  pounds  compared  with  17.98  po-cinds  on  the  same  date  a  year  ago  and  a  1929- 
38  average  of  17.03  ponnds.     The  proportion  of  milk  cows  reported  in  production  on 
June  1  averaged  slightly  less  than  on  that  date  in  the  past  two-  years,  but -otherwise  " 
tha  highest  in.,  the  26-ye.ar  period  for  vjhich  recoirds.  are-  availa"ble,  .  . 


MONTHLY  MILK  PRODUCTION  01  ^m^,  TJNITSD  STMS 
1934-33  Average,  1939,  and  1940 


• 
• 

MONTHLY  TOTAL 

DAILY 

AVERAGE  PER 

CAPITA 

• 

1934-38  : 

1939  : 

1940 

1934-38  ; 

1939  : 

1940 

Million  po\mc[s 

Potmds 

J  anuary 

7,422 

7,935 

7,961 

1,870 

1,957 

1.949 

Pehruary 

7,044 

7,534 

7,791 

1.950 

2.056 

2.038 

March 

8,221 

8,859 

9,006 

2,069 

2.185 

2.202 

April 

8,809 

9,347 

9,447 

2.290 

2.  379 

2.386 

May 

10,537 

11,084 

11,067 

2.649 

2.728 

2.704 

June 

10,996 

11,464 

2.855 

2.914 

July 

10,255 

10,571 

2.  578 

2.623 

August 

9,194 

9,672 

2.307 

2.376 

September 

8,262 

8,533 

2.141 

2.165 

Octoher 

7,942 

8,077 

1.990 

1.981 

Novemher 

7,227 

7,555 

1,  870 

1.914 

Decemher 

7,383 

7,816 

1.847 

1.915 

Feedstuff  prices  have  declined  sharply.     They  are  now  almost  as  low  as  a  year 
ago  and  ahout  6  percent  helow  the  June  avera^-e  during  the  previous  5  years.  With 
feed  grain  supplies  ample  in  m.ost  sections,   the  value  per  iOO  pounds  of  the  grain  and 
Concentrate  ration  "being  fed  "by  commercial  dairymen  is  now  prohahly  6  to  8  percent 
"below  the  5-year  average  and  rather  low  com.pared  v;ith  prices  of  dairy  products.  Re- 
cent price  chaaiges  "brought  most  feedstuff  prices  "back  to  a"bout  their  usual  relation 
;  to  each  other,  hut  in  comparison  with  alternative  feeds,  cottonseed  meal  (a_uoted  at 
' $25.25  per  ton  wholesale  at  Memphis)  is  still  relatively  high  and  linseed  meal 
(grades  locally  in  use  quoted  at  $19.50  per  ton  in  Los  Angeles  and  $28.00  in  New  York) 
f^eems  unusually  cheap  in  some  areas.     Abnormal  prices  such  as  these  tend  to  cause 
local  adjustment  in  the  amount  and  kind  of  concentrates  fed. 
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DAIRY  PASTUP.SS:    On  June  1  grass  in  northern  dairy  States  v/as  growing  rapidly  after 
a  late  start,  grazing  conditions  continued  excellent  in  the  West,  and  the  condition 
of  dairy  pastures  averaged  well  a'bove  the  condition  a  year  ago  and  the  second 
highest  for  the  date  since,  1933.    Reports  from  dairy  farmers  showed  adequate  pastur- 
age for  current  needs  in  all  "but  a  few  ar(5as,  an  accumulation  of  reserve  feed  in 
Western  pastures,  and  good  prospects  ahead  except  in  a  few  of  the  loss  important 
dairy  sections,    For  the  country  as  a  whole  the  condition  of    dairy  pastures 
averaged  83  percent  of  normal,  compared  v/ith  74  a  year  ago_,  and  Juno  1  averages  of 
78  percent  in  the -recent  1929~.?8  period,  v;hich  included  several  drought  years,  and 
85  percent  in.  thc,19SQ-^9  period  'p5rt0r;-td'  retsBnt/'^r^ughts^ 

On  June  15  pasture^prospects  seem  definitely  hetter  than  at  the  "beginning 
of  the  month.    Rains  during  the  first  half  of  June  have  "been  well  distrihuted. 
More  rain  is  needed  hy  pastures  in  Tennessee  and  in  portions  of  Nebraska,  Kentucky, 
Illinois,  southern  Iowa,  and  the  Southeast  hut,  considering  all  dairy  areas,  grov;- 
ing  conditions  novj  appear  unusually  favorahle. 


Dairy  pastures:     Condition  as  percent  of  "normal",  June  1, 
hy  maj 01?  .Roups' Qf  Stages ,^  .1.92S46»^^'"' 


• 

• 

:  East 

:  West 

•  • 

•  » 

•  * 

Year 

:  North 

:  llorth 

:  North 

:  South  : 

South 

:  Western  : 

United 

.iA'tlant4c_ 

Central  _ 

:C.cntral  _ 

J.-^Jklanjfcic:_ 

JC^njbral^. 

•  Ji*. 

„Staies  _ 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

PerccAt 

Percent 

Av.l920~ 

•29 

85.7  ■ 

84.4 

82.'9 

82.6 

86.3 

87.4 

84.7 

Av.1930- 

.34 

79.8 

73.3 

70.5 

76.1 

75*5 

75.5 

74.5 

1935 

72.7 

82.7 

74.0 

82.8 

80.4 

84.4 

78.8 

1936 

80.4 

82!,8 

78.0 

5ll9 

66.6 

82U 

77.0 

1937 

87.4 

84.5 

74.9 

81.6 

71.9 

75.5 

79.8 

1938 

87.5 

88.3 

84.2 

82.7 

83.4 

89.7 

86.3 

1939 

77.5 

77.6 

,  67.5 

75.1 

77.4 

71.2 

74.1 

1940 

88.6 

78.3 

74.1 

75.2 

■  89.5 

82,5 

I    :  "  NEG.  229        AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
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nAIEY  FROmCTION 

Milk  produced  per  l!ilk  Cow  in 

 .^^^^^3®P^       Reporters  l/  

:       cTjne  1         :      Juno  i         :       ~J\w.e  I 
State  ;Av,  1329-38       :      1939  :  1340 


 Condition  o_f_Dairy_Pastures_  2/_ 

Jun.e  1      I    Jujie  1      i    June  1 
Av. 1929-38    :    1939         :  1940 


Me. 

IT.H. 

Vt. 

Mass. 

-R.I. 

Conn. 

S,Y, 

N.Ji 

Pa. 

W.XtT. 

"(Jhio 

Ind 

111. 

Mich. 

|is. 

E.K,Uentj_ 
ilinn, 
Io"wa 
Mo. 

N.rgfe. 
S.Dak. 

Netr. 
Kans. 


f.N.U'ent. 


16.0 
17.0 
18.2 
19.6 

i/ 

19.1 

23a 
21.7 

20,8 

'2p,|;9" 

l9'.8  ' 
17.8 
17.7 
22. 2 
22^,  2 
"20.18" 
"2U.3  ' 
18.2 
12,8 
16.1 
16.1 
17.1 
16.9 
'16.99' 


l^T^l 
13.7 
14.2 
12.6 
10.8 
9.2 
3/ 


"Pounds 
~  '  15.T  " 
15.0 
18.2 
20.3 

?] 
20.4 

23.9 

21.8 

.__21.4 
2T.79" 


18.3 
19.4 
22.7 
23.0  _ 
"21  .p" 
"21.5  " 
19.3 
13.9 
18.5 
16.6 
13.0 
17.6 
18.32' 


15.3 
17.1 
19.7 
20.8 

19-9 
23.8 

21.4 
22«7 

'22e06" 

"2U.3 
13.5 
19.4 
22.8 
23.0 
"21.15" 
'21.1  " 
20.3 
13.2 
20.1 
17 « 4 
lo  c  3 
_17„7  _ 
lo » 62 


82.8 
84.0 
86.5 
83.2 
82.6 
84.9 
80.8 
80.2 
80.7 


"T'ercent" 

-  -  y^  -  - 

83 
87 
74 
74 
77 
77 
78 
76 


84 
85 
90 
87 
86 
89 
90 
88 
88 


Bl_^7 

78.4' 

79.7 

78.2 

81.5 

7S._0_ 

70 . 2 

7577"" 

80.1 

77.0 

60.5 

68.7 

74.3 

72^0_ 

74.8 


77.6" 

71  " 

76 

85 

82 

76 

7776 

70"  " 

68 

85 

54 

48 

64 

67 

6775" 


88.6 

" 

89 

85 

88 

83_ 

85.0' 

79"  ■ 

84 

80 

85 

76 

61 

76_ 

78.3" 


Del, 

Md. 

Va. 

W.Va. 

H.C. 

s.c. 

(Ja. 

Pi 


ag 


S.Itl.  "  12,41 

Xy7  1¥.U  - 

Tenn.  12,2 

Ala.  3/ 

Miss.  8.9 

^k.  10.6 

3/ 

Okla.  13.1 

Jex.  10,6 

B;.C'ent7  1T."2'4" 

Mr 


17,9 
12.6 
13.7 
13,4 
12.5 
10.2 

3/. 


IS. 7 

14.0 
13.7 
12,5 
11,7 

9  e  O 

Til 


79.7 
78.1 
80.0 
78.0 
77.1 
70.1 
74.7 
77.2 


71 
79 
70 
63 
77 
80 
83 
79 


86 
86 
79 
69 
73 
69 
66 
65 


12.96 
'l^'.T  ~ 

12. 8 

3/ 
8.6 
11.3 

3/ 
14.5 
11,2 
'IT.^2" 


_13.18_ 
looB^ 
11.8 


7,8 

10.6 

^' 

13,2 

10, 1 

JL  ...  e 


76.9 

7973" 

78.8 

76.8 

77,9 

80.7 

79.2 

71.4 

76.3 

76.9" 


75.1 

^2-" 

83 

87 

85 

88 

82 

70 

56 

7774" 


74.1 

FO"" 

74 

72 

71 

83 

76 

79 

74 

7672' 


19.1 
22.2 
18.2 
18,7 


fent , 
Idaho 
%o. 
^olo. 

Ariz. 

Utah 
IJev, 
^"•"ash. 
Greg. 
Calif. 

^estm"--  

^•,5v^  ^17.03  _1^'23  'Z^^l.        -Z^Il  IIIIC^" 

1/    Averages  represent  tEe  reported  daily  milk" production  of  herds  kepf  "By  reporters  dividedl^y 
the  total  number  of  milk  coy7s  (in  cdlk  or  dry)  in  these  herds.    Figures  for  New  England  State; 
are  hased  on  combined  returns  from  Crop  and  Special  Cairy  reporters  and  are  weighted  by 
^Oi:.AQUrities.    Figures  for  other  States,  regions,  and  U,  S.  are  based  on  returns  from  Crop  Re- 
porters only. 

liitate  averages  are  based  on  reports  by  crop  correspondents.    For  regional  and  U,S.  averages 
^he  States  are  combined  in  proportion  tc  the  importance  of  pastures  to  dairy  production  on 
'^ti.e'  1. 

estate  averages  omitted  because  of  instability,  but  reports  are  included  in  arriving  at 
leg.ionn,!  averages. 


'1F,9  " 
20,6 
15.5 
16.2 

22.1 
20.4 

20.3 
'18.B'3" 


23.0 
20.9 
20.1 

'20.r4~ 


"19  o7  ' 
22.5 
18,5 

13.3 

i 

i  ■ 

2779 
22,8 

2'<;«5  _ 

"21;  o'8" 


73.2 

85.2 

80.0 

76.2 

67.3 

81.9 

78,2 

82.4 

82.4 

85c-5 

77. 3_ 

79,4 


77 
80 
66 
74 
75 
78 
75 
85 
72 
67 
66 

7172" 


90 

93 

87 

79 

83 

73 

82 

96 

95 

92 

91_ 

8'9,5" 


2/ 

3/ 
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DAIRY  PRODUCTIOiT  IIJDICATICNS         TIISIR  USE,  II 


MONTHLY  MILK  PRODUCTION:    Estimater/of  the  quantity  of  nilk  produced  on  ■farms  in 
the  United  States  in.  each  month  permit  comparir.on  of  production  "between  various 
months  of  the  year  and  "between  the  same  periods  in  different  years.  .They  indicate 
current  tendencies  tovrard  increased  or  decreased  production.    They  also  show  how  . 
m-ilk  production  in  past  seasons  has  changed  under  the  cpmhined  influences  of 
droughts?  feed  shortagest  changes  in  prices,  chan^^es  in  the  number  of  heifers  com- 
ing into  production  and  other  ifactors  that  have  affected  the  number  of  milk  cows 
and  the  production  per  cow»    Monthly  estimates  of  milk  production  therefore  help 
to  appraise  the  signif icaxice  of  current  changes  as  affecting  future  production! 
and  furnish  a  clue  as  to  the  probable  effects  of  new  developments  as  they  appear. 

These  estimates  are  new.    They  axe  prepared  chiefly  by  combining  a,nnual 
estimates  of  milk  production,  statistics  on  the  ni^jnber  of  milk"  cows  and  records 
of  the  production  per  cow  that  crop  correspondents  obtain  on  the  first  of  each 
month.     Small  tidjustments  are  made'  to  allovr  for.  differences  betv/een  crop  corres** 
pondents  and  a,verage  farmers  in  the  seasonal  distribution  of  the  milk  produced* 
insofar  as  these  differences  csin'  be  measured.     The  estimates  will  be  revised  as  new 
information  becomes  available  and  they  will  be  gradually  extended  to  show  addition- 
al yea,rs  and  details  by  regions.  ■ 

fOm  PRODUCTS  MA"NUFiGTUR]gD.  MIT.-K:  T^QTTIVA-^.miTf^ !  These  computed  "milk  equivalents" 
serve  as  a  rough  measure  of  the  com-bined  output  of  creamery  butter>  cheese,  and 
condensed  and  evaporated  milk  (ca.se)  —  the  principal  commercially  manufactured 
dairy  products  for  v/hich  monthly  estimates  of  production  are  available.    Tor  many.  •■ 
purposes  chajiges  in  this  combined  .output  are  more  significant  thaJi  changes  in  the 
production  of  the  severaJ.  products  indi%'idually»  because  the  products  tend  to  com- 
pete for  the  same  milk  supply. 

The  milk  equivalent  of  the  "four  products"  (see  cover  page  chart)  follows 
rather  closely,  the  trend  of  m.ilk  production.     This  is  because  the  quantity  of  milk 
used  for  fluid  consttmption  —  the  other  principal  commercial'  outlet  for  milk 
is  relatively  stable,  and  the  quantity  of  milk  used  on  farms,  except  where  milking 
herds  are  small,  ordinarily  changes  much  less  thpji  does  production. 

In  computing  the  m.ilk  equivalents  of  these  products,  the  monthly  output  of 
each,  mea.sured  in  pounds,  is  multiplied  by  round  figures  approximating  the  number 
of  pounds  of  milk  usually  'required  to  m.ake  a  pound  of  the  product.    Thus  the  pro- 
duction of  cresunery  butter  is  multiplied  by  21,  cheese  production  (exclusive  of 
skim  milk  isroducts  such  as  full  skim  .American  and  cottage  cheese)  by  10,  and 
production  of  evaporated  milk  and  condensed  milk  (exclusive  of  bulk  products  and  of 
skim  milk  products?  where  known)  by  2.3,     The  principal  dairy  products  omitted 
because  of  a  la.ck  of  statistics  on  current  production  are  ice  creajn,  bulk  con- 
densed and  dry  milk  products,  which  together  account  for  a.bout  8  percent  of  the 
milk  used  for  commercial  manufacturing  purposes,  and  farm  butter  v/hich  still  takes 
nearly  a  fifth  as  much  milk  as  is  used,  in  commercial  manufacturing.     To  avoid 
duplication  skim  milk  products  az'e  aJso  omitted.     Since  the  milk  equiva.lents$  aS 
computed  monthlj^,  are  based  on  constant  conversion  factors  to  measure  the  quantity 
of  principal  products  man^jLf acturedj.    they  are  not  quite  the  sane  by  months  or  by 
years  as  estimates  of  the  milk  a.ctually  used.     The  latter  allow  for  the  wide 
seasonal  and  regional  variations  in  the  butterfat  content  of  the  milk,  for  duplica- 
tions, losses  in  skimming  and  other  complications* 


